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variation. The thirty-ninth and forty-first clauses are re-
petitions of clauses in the c Legenda', and the only original
contribution is the last part of the fortieth clause concern-
ing tithes. The Archbishop apparently worked straight
through Richard's constitutions, picking out those he
thought relevant, exactly on what system it is difficult to
say, but he began with the first clause of the Salisbury
publication and ended with clause 106 in the thirty-eighth
clause of his own constitutions, and only two clauses are out
of the regular order.
The statutes known to have been issued by M. Alexander
Stavensby owe nothing to Richard le Poore, and only some
five clauses appear to be connected with the decrees of the
General Council, and in no case is the authority of the
Council cited; but the clauses on the Sacraments in
the £ Synodal Constitutions ' which we have suggested were
issued by him or by his predecessor William of Cornhillx
show distinctly the influence of the Bishop of Salisbury,
while clause 10 concerning tithes is an exact repetition of
M. Richard le Poore's forty-fourth and forty-fifth clauses.
His influence can be seen in several other clauses. It is
also interesting to note that two decrees, concerning con-
firmation and archdeacons, are almost direct repetitions
of decrees in the constitutions of Stephen Langton. The
most important characteristic of these constitutions is the
number of Lateran Decrees, quoted by their opening words,
placed at the end of several of the clauses. In this respect
the constitutions are quite independent of the Bishop of
Salisbury. Twenty-eight decrees are quoted in this way,
and in other parts of the clauses the influence of the decrees
can sometimes be noticed. This is the only example in all
the episcopal constitutions in the reign of Henry III, such
as we know them, where the decrees of the General Council
are recited in this manner. With regard to the connexion
between these constitutions and M. Alexander Stavensby,
judging from internal evidence it must be admitted that
the subject-matter is very different from that found in the
constitutions of Alexander, who seemed to delight in theo-
logical discussions and Biblical allusions; only in the
1 See above, p. 109.

